has a prominent toothlike inner process. In L. elegans Thompson and A. Scott (1903) there is 1 claw on the second antenna and the body is larger (1.5 mm) and more slender. In L. gigas Thompson and A. Scott (1903) Family Clausidiidae Embleton, 1901 Genus Hippomolgus Sars, 1917 Hippomolgus Inner margin of basis of leg 1 ( fig. 54) fig. 40 ).
Color in life unknown.
Male.---Unknown.
Etymology.-The specific name latipes, from Latin, meaning "ha\'ing broad feet," refers to the wide free segment of leg 5 in this species.
Comparison with related species.-Only a single species of the genus Hippomolgus , H.Jurcvfer Sars (1917) , has been known until now.
This species was described on the basis of 3 females found free in 60 fathoms, muddy bottom, on the coast of Norway. Males of Hippomolgus are unknown, although Nicholls (1944, p. 46) has expressed the view that the male of Hersiliodes dubia Thompson and A. Scott (1903) is in reality a Hippomolgus. This opinion was followed by Krishnaswamy (1953) Bocquet and Stock (1957) think it probable that a new genus shoidd be created for Hersiliodes dubia.
Like Hippomolgus furcifer, H. latipes has a body form that is less cyclopoid and more harpacticoid, has a relatively short 6-segmented first antenna with a prominent aesthete on each of the last 3 segments, lacks paragnaths, and has a generally similar structure of the second antennae, mouthparts, and legs 1-5. There are, however, important differences between these 2 species (based of necessity on the female only) . In H. latipes the first segment of the first antenna does not bear a spine such as described in H. Comparison with related species.-^, cognatus differs from H. furcifer Sars (1917) in lacking a spine such as described on the first segment of the first antenna in the Norwegian species, in having 3 terminal elements instead of 4 on the mandible, in having a 4-segmented maxilliped with a terminal fanlike fringe, in having the last segment of the endopod of leg 1 armed as 1,4 instead of 1,11,3 as in Sars' species, and in having a relatively much shorter caudal ramus, 3:1 instead of 13:1 as in R furcifer. The length of the female is 0.90 mm instead of 1.40 mm as in the species described by Sars. H. cognatus apparently is closely related to H. latipes but differs from it chiefly in the form of the genital segment, the presence of denticles on the rostral area, the form and ornamentation of the labrum, the ornamentation of the 3 elements on the mandible, the armatm-e of the last segment of the endopod of leg 1 , and the form of the free segment of leg 5. 
